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PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 


I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the 
United States Postal Service with sufficient postage as first class mail 
in an envelope addressed to "Mail Stop AF. Commissioner for 
Patents, P.O. Box 1450. Alexandria. VA 22313-1450" [37 CFR 1.8(a)] 


on September 14, 200^ ^ 
........ x,.^-^^^^^^^^ > 


Typed or printed 
name 


Tina L. Sieczkowski 


Docket Number (Optional) 

920476-905054 


Application Number 

09/502,699 


Filed 

February 11, 2 


030 


First Named Inventor 

Michael F. Grant et al. 


Art Unit 

2666 


Examiner 

Mehra, Inder P, 


Applicant requests review of the final rejection in the above-identified application. No annendments are being filed 
with this request. 


This request is being filed with a notice of appeal. 


The review Is requested for the reason(s) stated on the attached sheet(s). 
Note: No more than five (5) pages nnay be provided. 


I am the 


I I applicant/inventor. 

□ 


assignee of record of the entire interest 

See 37 CFR 3.71 . Statement under 37 CFR 373(b) is enclosed. 
(Form PTO/SB/96) 



attorney or agent of record. 
Registration number 


40,808 


Typed or printed name 

312 214-4813 


Telephone number 


I I attorney or agent acting under 37 CFR 1 .34. 
Registration number if acting under 37 CFR 1 .34 . 


^ Date 


NOTE: Signatures of all the inventors or assignees of record of the entire interest or their representative(s) are required. 
Submit multiple forms if more than one signature is required, see below*. 


□ 


*Total of forms are submitted. 
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FORIVIS TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND TO: Mall Stop AF, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. 
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I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with 
United States Postal Service as first class mail in an envelope 
addressed to the Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, 
Alexandria, V A 22313-1450 on September 14, 2005. 
Name of person signing: Tina L. 

Signaturc:^ ^'^ 



REMARKS IN SUPPORT OF PRE-APPEAL REVIEW 


Honorable Director of Patents and Trademarks 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 


Dear Sir, 

In support of applicant's request for Pre-Appeal Review, the applicant refers 
to papers already of record in the application. Specifically, attention is directed to the 
response having a date of mailing of March 22, 2005. In that response, applicants 
point out at pages 15-18 that the examiner has failed to grasp the teachings of 
United States Patent 5,457,680 to Kamm et al, and is factually incorrect with respect 
to what is disclosed by the reference. 


Kamm et al fails to disclose the limitations of claim 1 "wherein a first of the 
gateways accesses the core network via an isolated connection to a second of the 
gateways when an isolated connection to the first gateway is unable to support 
access to the core network", as explained in the previously filed response. Thus, in 
view of this missing limitation, the examiner's claim rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102 
and 35 U.S.C. § 103, cannot be maintained. 


Septembers, 2005 


Respectfully submitted, 



^etep^Shakula 
Registration No. 40,808 
James & Thornburg LLP 
P.O. Box 2786 
Chicago, Illinois 60690-2786 
(312)214-4813 
(312) 759-5646 (fax) 


